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Frederick, Md. 



2 July 1969 



Harold: , . 

I am writing quickly, so please excuse elipses. 

On Molesworth* s pictures : I got them all, "but not the negatives 

from the archives* They do not give muon useiul information, 
think that we have gone as far as we can go on the "basis of photos. 
If Hr. Nichols gets the cases, we might get some important questions 
answered. Until then, all we can do is form the questions. am 
still not satisfied regarding the cause of the shoulder dents i 
can only guess that, like the dents on the case mouths, they were 
caused during ejection. Hut I would like to see.it done,. just to 
"be sure, for my experience with other types of rifles indicates 
that these were caused in the course of chambering. Jith possession 
of the rifle we could settle the question; otherwise we can only 
guess, which is a "bad thing to do with this weird rifle which does 
rnanv things that other* rifles do not do. The lack of discernible 
marks on the brass at the base of Frazier’s two tests, and tneir 
presence on the three evidence cases is a mystery to me ; . all 
can say is that there should be similar (sometimes identical) > marks 
on all. This problem can only be resolved by direct observation 
under a microscope, and comparison with Frazier’s test* cases and 
cases that we collect ourselves. *ou just can t tell tnat much 
from pictures. 



UE 399 resides: Unless you can cite chapter and verse 
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I urge 

you not to assume 'and not to imply that the residues on 399 were 
human residues, blood or flesh. I have checked the record. as care- 
ful iv as I am able; unless I have missed something, there is nothing 
in the record which indicates that the residues are human, the 
record implies that, but it does not state it. «»hen Fraziei was 
asked about "blood or other matter”, he merely said something like 
"not enough# to interfere with the examination” of 399. As far as 
the record is concerned, it is unwarranted to assume that the residue 
was human. I have the notion that 309 never hurt anybody ,. and tha. 
if there was "residue” on it, it 
that 399 had been collected in. 
raents that were identified with 



cotton or some other material 
xhe same applies to the two frag- 
the rifle; Frazier mentions wiping 



w as 

mu 



them for examination, but he does not say what he 
could have been cow shit, for all we know. 

I’ll look for a bibliographical reference on 
of examining residues and will send it later if I 
I am not sure whether I took notes on this, but I 



that any 
residues 



examiner will 
may be very important , 



firearms 



support it, that 
and is required. 



wiped off. It 

the importance 
can find it . 
am quite sure 
examination of 



The chain of possession of the two fragmen ts: All the info 

is from lieresay testioraony and unsworn FBI reports. These are 
GEs 567 and 569. Frazier mentions the chain of possession at 
5 H 66ff (also see 3H432 and 435); Kellerman refers to them at 
2 H 90. It is also in CE 2011 (24 H 413) which mentions mills 
asxihsxfcoulKX and Paterni as closest to the original time of 
finding. It does not actually state that Hills. and j-aterm found 
them, but that is implied. In any case the chain goes back to them. 
The ym-s same topic is treated in CD 80 and 87(b) which I have not 
yet seen. Sylvia Meagher mentioned these to me. She also mentions 
another document (which I must treat conf identically , since she 
learned of it through another person who is going to use it for 
another purpose than this) that names Paterni and Mills as the 
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finders. Even so, no t direct testimony was taken. on the finding 
of these fragments-- only here say. In any ° th *P^ inV +S lg ^°^ 
such a gap would he incredible , hut is standard ± or this one. 
Opinion: I dont think those fragments ever hurt anybody either- - 

I wish that I could prove it. This is the weakest feature of 
the whole inquiry into these fragments. Frazier s positive 
identification of them with the rifle is sound. 





The weight of CE 399: When I got Nichols’ letter indicating 

that fired bullets lost about .5 grains merely through the process 
of firing, I tevised my opinion about 158.6 grains possibly being 
the normal weight after firing (i.e. no loss of weight due to. frag- 
mentation after striking an object). But subsequently x received 
information that causes me to believe the change of opinion was 
hasty, in spite of Nichols’ apparently conclusive test results. 

I am' in touch with a young man (a high school student; named 
Howard Roffman who has been doing work in the hope eventually of 
publishing what he finds (he is concerned exclusively with events 
on Healey Plaza) . In a letter he cited the bullet (I forget the^ 
exhibit number) that Olivier fired through a goat. I have not yet 
checked the record, but rely here only on Hoffman’s statement. . 

That bullet weighs 168.8 grains and (according to Olivier, I think} 
lost no fragments . I meant to check this, but have not yet gatten 

""Another point; probably it amounts to nothing, but if Nichols 
gets the bullet, it should be checked. I’ll bet you don’t know 
whether ±& 168. 6 grains is the weight of the bullet before or after 
the sliver was taken from the nose for spectrographic analysis. If 
you think as I do, then you assume that 168.6 is the weight of 
the bullet before the sliver was removed. But as far as. I can. 
determine, there is no record of that. Bet me put it this way: 
it would, not surprize me to learn that 158.6 is its present 

weight . I do not see where that bullet can ha^re lost weight except 
in the sliver that Frazier took from the nose, and from the size 
of the sliver I guess that he took between 2 and 3 grains. 

This could be nothing more than a slip of the tongue, but it 
bears watching in case we develop some new information about 399. 
When Frazier was asked about the weight of 399, he describes xi 
the weight in the present tense: the bullet "weighs" 158.6grains. 

I approach this business cautionsly, for I am talking on the knife 
edge of uncertainty and almost groundless speculation. Moreover, 

I have not checked, all of the record on this. Bo just treat it 
as a question: what is the present weight of 399? 

I’d better stop before I really go over the deep end. 

Roffman is going to send me some pictures of fcome of the kxx&kke 
evidence. I won’t be able to send you copies, for he wished me to 
treat his material confidentially. If math worthwhile material 
turns up, I’ll let you know by verbal description and specify what 
should be regarded confidential. Roffman’w work (what I have seen 
so far) is mostly a reshuffling of old information, much of it not 
worth considering, but I must treat it confidentially if he so 
desires. He is a good worker, but until me he has been working 
in a vacuum, free of criticism and not in possession of some 
relevant material. I am going to let him drain me of whatever help 
I can give him in the form of criticism and advice, then I’ll 
introduce him to other researchers. He is unbelievably cred.ulous 
of the WC investigators and supporters, very skeptical of YsR critics 
(you, for example, make mountains out of molehills). He even writes 
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to Hoover for information’. I think he is good, though. i~is 
biggest problem is that he does not understand the cover-up, 
the official chicanery, etc. He is young, though, and will learn. 

He is an amateur photographer, does his own photo work, all ox it 
good. 

Archives pictures : Before I order anything, I want to see 

what Hoffman is going to send me. Then I will know what I want. 

Lifton: ixxsncfexhx I have been in touch with Lifton recent l 3 r 

after a long lapse, but I do not believe any of what he or I said 
concerned you. I wrote and asked for info concerning the charges 
made against Dr. Hoguchi in L.A. (information that I got from 
Schoener on the day after I wrote to Lifton) , and I asked for 
clarif iact ion of some matters concerned with the apparent bullet 
holes in the walls of the Ambassador Holel kitchen-- questions 
that occurred to me after seens a recent L.A. Free Dress article 
with a photo of two holes and another photo showing cops examining 
a third hole . 

I am vaguely aware of Lifton 1 s charges, although the info did 
not come from him. I put no credence in them, but think it best 
to treat Lifton as a friend (but not in confidence). This at least 
might give me a keyhole peek at what is in his mind, whether o£ 
not it is worth knowing what is there. I thinlc it wise for your 
sake as well as for mine. I have not been in close touch with him 
anyway. The information that I am getting comes from Schoener. 
V/hatever the circumstances, I am not competent to render opinions 
about personalities , because although I have had some letter contact, 
I do not know many people personally, and in many cases do not 
enjoy their confidence. 

Snevd on the plane from Lisbon : BEA letter is enclosed. The 

Scotland Yard letter to Dawnay that I gave you is the only one that 

I had-- the only copy, that is; that is Dawnay’ s copy to me. I 

meant to make a copy of it for myself when I passed it to you, but 

forgot. Would you please send me a copy now? Those are^ the two 
most important documents from Dawnay, and that is all i have. 

Dawnay wrote a couple of articles on this for the La Free tress , but 
mentioned only his interviews, not these documents, which for me are 
the basis of my belief that there were two Sneyds . Two things care 
important : evidence that a Sneyd was on that morning flight from 
Lisbon while the other was at the Pax Hotel, and evidence that one 
of them had very short hair while the other had a normal haircut. 

I could not get a verbatim record of the Clark -Hoover statement 
on the arrest. The best record is in the Washington Post, a story 
taxHBjptxxx&x by Hoagland, of about 9 June 1968. I wrote to tne 
Wash . -Post and xxxkx E.Y. Times for a verbatim record, but they 
referred me to news stories. The news stories are unanimous on 
the statement, however: Sneyd was arrested while in transit from 

Lisbon; he was on that early morning flight. 

Agreed on Blair’s book on Ray: a command performance with 
all the "right" answers and the proper degree of "whew’." at all the 
"remarkable coincidences" and "mysteries". I doubt whether he based 
his writing only on news stories. There must have been a large 
degree of consultation with "responsible" authorities, perhaps even 
their editing of his crap. 




